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Have in my felt Leiter, 4 a8 bh and 

briefly as I could, ſtated the Queſtion a- 
baut the Subjects of the Power of the Keys L 
T of the Kingdom of Heaven; or the Per- 
q pus on whom our bleſſed Saviour beſtow'd. that. 
qurely ſpiritual Power, juridically to remit or 
Win Sins, authorititively to diſpenſe the Word, 

ens and, Cenſures of the Church. | And 
Direction of the facred Oracles, of conſenti- 
t Church-Hiſtory and right Reaſon, found my 
* If oblig'd to aſſert, that not Emperors, Kings 
ap Queens, as fuch, whether Heathen or Chri- 
an; but the holy Apoſtles, and their Succeſſors 
1 I the End of the World, were originally veſted” 
t our Lord Jeſus with this Power: That they 
ecute the ſame, not in the Name, and by tha 
Authority of the ſecular Sovereign, as his Crka- 
x Pres. or Delegates, but in the Name of; and 
* imme- 


TX * 


ATTON of © 
immediate te Subje@tion to, and MG on 
72 eſus Chrift. | 
Hence, Sir, I 
| Diftinfion between the Mitre and the Crown, 
between Church and State, between the Biſhop 
and the King, the Sacerdbtal and Regal Powers. 
a Sir * will not repeat bo rather beg 
rot; tq a0 8 2 hich k 
I can e „Aer de Ny l din che Por = 
18 Jorinally eſtablif}'d, ſo:that the Proof of it 
needs not be reſum d. S 


g. „ ir, is to ſecure this 4 
Wb, ob againf 12 Oh eons and Ca- Ir 
ib .. nh as I have obſery'd, ill Men Rex. 


ahi 1 perplex 1 it; and to dy; -erſe.thaſe 7 | 
1 Clouds which th | 


3 W0EZ; 


nnot but think, that it would be as ea- er 
. e. Biſhops and Clergy in Convocati- 4 W 
2b "authorit ative Eccleſi aftick Cenſure, to: I dc 
butt 13 iH Principles, of the Oppoſers. of this Wk 
Doctrine, without farther Debate; as it * 1 
i ez toalligr the main Reaſon of their oppoſit * 
Bn ealon,, Sir, is obvious: They de oc] WA 
1 the I Tade 4 01 of the Church, in ita a 
Spinituals,, upon the State; they throw 
dee of Biſhops at the Feet of 1 — 
PER. they do 105 wholly ſubject the 
W tre to the Crown, with 4 manifeſt Deſign 70} 
a ' A on the Ruins of both, - 


1 5 ng into the Merits 121 ch Cauſe: , 1 | | 


The 


ie NUTRE. ana: Me Crown: | 3 
The Author of chat very ill Books fally-entis * 
al'd, Th Rights, of che Chriflan Church, ſuffi: 
iently» diſcovers this, by telling the World, 
hat The: Church, of Eng Jong, b t e 
« lity..and, Diſcipline, . 
* the, Civil, — b Nhat all Spiritrial Power 
i is veſted in the Ang; and that whatever the 
Biſhops or other Eccleſiaſticks have, 18.dertv'd 
nt | | from him. Mighty kind-hearted ! Whence is 
it 4 Bite Sir, that they are ſo profuſe in their Giſts to 
D "Kings? There g. 4 Snake in the Groſs 7. The 
is Gifts are extremely dear. They pretend to 
Make a Brefſent of a Spiritual Save nd Be | 
er ta our Kings and Queens, but upon expreſs 
Condition, that our Kings or Queens ſhall own 
2a- themſelves to be the precarious Creatures and 
if Servants of the People: For the ſame! Authar 
9 f the Righer, &c. boldly lays, d that © All the: 
on rH the, Mngiſtrate can claim — is immedi» 
aneh from the People. And they know well 
1 „hat if they can but once perſuade the 
ati- orld,, that the —— have a Right toi confer: 
to 1 h Spiritual and Temporal Power; they have 
his Right to reſuine it to themſelves, the | odrous | 
Y Past Original f it: The Iſſue of which 


it. could be a direful Cry about our Streets of No 
eny Mitre, no Crown. 

reh But, Sir, thoſe Levellers, — Dodds of 
di- Ref Merce. not ine able to bring about ri an 


8 po i 


„ 9 rn — * ä „ „ 6— 


W 


the e e Rights, . Part. 1. Ed. 2. London Printed 1706. ” p 4. 


: > Ibid. Pref. p..35, 
= % Timeo Danaos, (5 | ferentes. 
* ra Gr: p. 2. 


* 
% * , 
X \ 1 
. 
* * 
The 5 Anar- 
0 1 : n 
; f 
* 


4 


"A'CONTINO ATION Val 


Anarchical Reſuirption directly and at once, as I du 
they did in Forty Wa do labour their Point an ig 
ather way: They, as the Aut bor of" the Book" of NO 
the Rix bra, do artfully teach the ſecular Princes as 
to invade the Hierarvhical Powers, to execute p 
the Fpiſcopal Commiſſion, ard to degrade the ho 


Biſbops'almoſt inte Cyphers and 'Nrllitiexs. 
Hence thoſe - Principles - Church-Unity in a 
their ſebetal Dioceſes; whoſe Office it is, under f 
| Chrift, to be Diffuſers and Supporters of Loyal Pp 
Religion, are by theſe Arts either tempted to a 
Secuiar'Spirit; the better to ſecure their Ecele- 
ſtaſtical Tenures, ' which the Arbor of the in 
Rights}, in His Dureh way "of © Management, , 
teaches to be dependent on the State; or elſe, in- | 
effectually ſtriving againſt theſe Attifices , they 
are fatally diſeourag d, Diſcipline: in its ju Ex- 
tent is render d impracticable, or is Woch 4 
land; hence many are tempted not only Tg 4 
juſtly to conteimn their Perſons,” but aſe their 
muff Sacre Office 3 and thus Mens Minds 
being - initiated” in Schiſm, and diſengag d 
from the Laws of Chriſt, are wofully per 2 
to entertain all the Seeds of Faction; which 
thoſe Reſiſters of Authority are always ſowing.” Y 
In a word, Sir, the great Reaſon of their at- Fl 
* by all means to weaken the Mitre, is 
that they may the more ſucceſsfully attack the 
own; and in the End, glut their: bounded | 
Anbition and Covetouſueſs with the "Spotl of 
both. 
Tho- Sir, our B are wall : aware of 
my this z// Zet 7 ** and a teddy regular Con- 
= 4 ä duct 


ße Mirar aud the' Crow. 
duct ſufficiently appears againſt their bad De- 


8 a 3 
signs; yet are they ſo far from being out of 
Countenanoe, that ſhort of all Modeſty, as well 
as beſides all Reaſon, they continue the old Op- 


-« ¶ poſition, and both from Pulyit and Preſs, and 
how many other ways I know not. 170 2! 

L have often humbly wiſh'd, Sir, with an 
 Rawful Submiſſion ; that the Mitre, ſo nearly re- 
ſewbling cloven Tongues, may at laſt ſhew its 
peircing Efficacy in this Caſe, that Aaron's Rod 
may be lifted up, that the Paſtoral Staff may 
e. Wnterpoſe to ward off the pernicious Inſolence, 
; ind that the Spiritual Sword may ſhew its Edge 
and its Uſe on this Occaſion : Soft Reproofs do 
"% but tempt their Diſdain, and cheriſh their Pre- 
z {Wumption ; this would reclaim or ſilence them, 
r. yr at leaſt effectually prevent the open ſpreading 
f the Infection; for it would be impious not 
i Jo believe, that Our Lord Jeſus would bleſs his 
eir wn appointed Cenſures, and ſupport the ſacred | 
ids WF erlons of his Vicegerents, in the due and faith- 
yd Ful Execution of the divine Commiſſion. 
4 In the mean time, Sir, it may not be amiſs 
ich p conſider the moſt Popular Objettions, by which 
8. hey attempt to demoliſh the Epiſcopal Thrones ; 
at- Which I ſhall do, as briefly as the Cafe will 
is Pear: And I hope, h God's Bleſſing, to work 
n them ſome Degree of Conviction, unleſs 
- Fg unalterably reſolv'd never to be con- 
inc d. 1 R ; SECT -- 
It is Ohjefed, that the ſupreme Civil Magi- 
trate is a Perſon appointed to edify the Church, 
te being confeſſedly Utriuſque Tabule Cuſtos & 


Vindex, 


eu, Keeper and Defender of both Tables 6 


q | wards, before the Church can e to have the 


14 or could be now , tho* the World were not 
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the Law, which relate to Spiritual 2s well as 
Secular Matters: Hence it follows, ſay the 
Objeckors, there is no ſuch Independence of the 
Kitre'npon the Crown in Spiritual Matters, by 
1s t ela; rf 1 ach Diſtinckion as 10 
- Ahifter.. 1. he topiting Civil Magiſtrate 1 
UN Queen ; is not aH Air to e- 
dify the Church , a8 725 and Preeſts Are, 
"without rc hom Chriſt has no vifible King dom on 
Earth; and with whom Chriſt had an ere 
wifble Kingdom Three Hundred Years and u 


wor of the Secular Powers. Tis readily i von 
that without the Aſſiſtance ora brite Civil 
Magiſtrate; the Edification of the Church might 
3 have been, and may now be eternal 5 
and leſs vigorous > But no Privation of in. 
inſecal efſential Defe& in the Church was then, 


bleſs'd; which God forbid, with any Chriſti: 
King or Queen. 

3. The ſupreme Civil Magiſtrate is a Meavy 
to edify the Church, not by any elicite intrinſ4 
cal Acts, not by any formally fpftitual ecclefia 
ftical Acts done by V Mel, ns. r Wine, or by hi PER) 
Delegates; but 95 imperated re. Ad: 
extrinſecally, requiring the Biſhops to do thei 
Duty, and removendo probibens, by his Civil 
Sword, driving away wolviſn Herericks and 
gs from ke ben 


555 i SL ict , IC Ve 


Hence 


"the: Mirzs and the.CrOwN: 1 9 | 


3 Sir, tis evident, that there is as great 
Difference between the Hiſbop s and the King's 
xcing a Means to edify the Church, as there is 
etween. edifying it by elicite intrinſecal Acts, 
nd edifying it only by imperated extrinſecal 
: Yea, as vaſt a Difference as there is be- 
ween an abſolutely neceſſary Means, and no 
te. Abſolutely. neceſſary Means ; or if you pleaſe , 
1 *, 25 there is between a Means to the very 
e or Being, and a Means only to the bene 
2 or Well-being of the Church. But as to 
is laſt Diſtinction, Sir, I doubt not, but that 
> prevent any unwary Reader's perverting it, 
Jou will allow the following Reſtriction, That 
Ine Chriſtian Church had both a Spiritual Be- 
ng and Well. being, ſeveral. Centuries before 
Were. was any ſupreme. Chriſtian, Civil Magi- 
ate, to guard it with his Secular Power, 
his is unconteſtable Fact. I beg Leave, Sir, 
Dr; T Illuſtration, to obſerve 
3. That the ſupreme Civil Magiſtrate is 
0 a: Means for curing Souls, as he is for 
odies,, when he provides bodily Phyſicians 
at can perform Cures, tho' he be no Phyſician 
+ c,,Wmſclf; Thus is he a Means of edifying the 
=, Whurch materialiter , (as the Schools love to 
0 but not formaliter, as Biſhops and Prieſts 
And if you pleaſe, Sir, I'll turn the Ta- 
and put the Point in another View, thus; 
: Mbyſicians, Printers and Sailors, in their lower, 
well as Kings or Queens in their Hieber 
bberes. of Activity, may contribute their reſpe- 
ive Lowers to ſuch =} as do materially, tho 
not 


. 


| cons; Saylors may tranſport them to remote 
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not formal promotea ſupernatural End, and edify | 
the Church: Printers may print and publiſh the 
Holy Volume, Phyfictans may e or re- i) 
ſtore the Health of Biſhops, - Prieſts and Dea. ir 


1 
Countries, in order to convert or confirm Souls. \ | 
And the King or Qu neen may command them to BW 2 
do all theſe things, and may politically enable] , 
and encourage, and upon Neglect puniſh them, 
as he is utriuſque Tabule Cuſtos G Nudes l. ; 1 
cus, Keeper and Civil Defender of both Tables 
of the Law; yet as none will ſay, that thoſe 
Artiſts are Eccleſſaſtical Officers, or do formally 
edify the Church; ſo none can rightly ſay the 
ſame of Kings or Queens, as ſuch : For tho all ju 
their Powers, in this Caſe, be objectively, or in 

regard of the Object, and extrinſecalh eccleſa- In: 
ſtick and ſpiritual ; yet the Powers of the Ar- 4 | 
tiſts are formally and intrinſecally Mechanical, 4 '£ 
and the Power of the King or Queen is formally, 
and in it ſelf, and intrinte l Politicaland Civil; 
and ſo neither of the ſaid Powers can be denomi- L 
nated formally Spiritual: For you very well know, 8 
Sir, that Powers have their Specification, Na- e 
ture and Name, not from their material, but 
their formal bj es, So that this Objection va- * 
niſnes. But, oo the Enemies of the Mitra! it © 
Powers advance with much Aſſurance, and think 
to conquer them with their own Weapons, Wo '» 
turning the 37> Article of the Church of EE. 

into an 


T 


n 


Objefion. The Jewiſh Civil Magiſtrates, 0 
ſy they, were ſupreme ecclefiaſtical Rulers and e 
lIundges, 


* 


= "tbe Mitat and the CROWN. 11 
*Fudges, and were veſted with a Power to com- 
and the Prieſts in Spirituals. Now tis plain, 
re- y they , that the 37h Article declares our 
-2- Sings and Queens to have ſuch Prerogative } 
hath been given always to all godly Princes, 
= Holy Scriptures, by God himſelf: Hence | 
to ey infer, that according to the aboveſaid Arti- 
Jle e, our Sovereign Kings and Queens have the 
Ime Power ſtil], and conſequently that the Mitre 


i- not independent of the Crown in Spirituals. 
les Anſwer. 1. Suppoſing the Jewiſh Kings had 
fe en ſupreme in Eccleſiaſtical Affairs, as is ob- 


Ned, it is incumbent upon our Opponents to 
Pove, which is not yet done, that they were 
all b, by vertue of their Civil Supremacy; be- 


in Ire it can be juſtly attempted to make our Chri- 
7a- Wan Kings, as ſuch, Eccleſiaſtical Potentates, 
er the Fewiſb Example. | 

2. Arguments drawn from ſome extraordina- 


al, 2. 

ly, Ads of ſome Kings, as David, Solomon, He- 
; bab, Feboſbophat ; with a Deſign to contract 
ni- e Hierarchical Powers, by extending the Re- 


are cautioufly excluded by the 37 Article. 
Mr it ſays, that ONE ſuch Prerogative as 
8s ALWAYS given to ALL godly Princes, 
attributed to our Kings and Queens; viz. ſuch 


ra are mention d in the beginning of my firſt 
nk ter, 7: 3, 4, 5. And tis evident, Sir, that the 
by Llowing words of the Article, which are exe- 
17-8 tical of the former , do fix this Regal Prero- 


tive in a Political ruling Power over all Perſons 
cleſiaſtical as well as Temporal, in reſtraining 
em with the Civil Sword when they are ſtub- 
a 1 born. 


12 A\CONTINQO ATION: of 
born Rvildoers. And this deſignedly, in juft 
Oppoſition tu the former Papal Exemptions of the 
Clerg from the Civil Juriſdiction of our Kings. 
Tis falſe in Fact, that the godly Jewiſn 
Kings were ſupreme Eccleſiaſtical "Adminiſtrs 1 
tors and Judges: For 
It was not the King's, but the Prieſts of 2 
* to bleſs in the — of the Lord; and in 
conſequently to judge who were fit Objects * 
of the Sacerdotal — . | 
It was not the Ling, but the Prieſt's Office to 
ſacrifice and burn Incenſe: Henee King Uzziab, * 
for uſurping this Peculiarity of the Prieſtly Of- .# 
fice, was branded with Leproſy by God, and 
thruſt out from the Congregation by the Priefts, AX: 
and dyed under the viſh ble Mark of divine Ven. 4 
geance. a 
It was not the King , but the Prieft's Office, ö 7 
5 to judge of the clean and the unclean. 1 
The Prieſts and Levites were ſeparated to 
bear the 'Ark of the Covenant, and not the 
AR. 5911 F | 
The Prieſts and Levites i were ſet apart oY 
the Service of the Tabernacle, and not che 


he Prieft's Lips, 1 and not the King * wers 5 
; appointed to preſerve ſpiritual 3 = 


* 
= 


— 
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Deut. 21. 5. and Ch, 10. 8. 
f 2 Chron. 26. 16, 17, 18, &c. 
* Livit. 10, 10. Ch. 13-3, 4, &c. 23. 
Num. 16. 9. Joſh. 3. 8. 1 Kings 8. 3. 2 ex. $47: ä 
i um 18. 3, 4, &c. 23. | 
* Ml. 2. 1 


= 


the Mir RE and the CRown. 13 

# F-'In.view of this Diſtin&ion between the Sacer- 
he. g otal and Regal Offices, under the Moſaick 
D£Economy , tis very probable that the King was 
nointed with a fort of Oyl inferior to that 
Fherewith the Prieſt was anointed : For the 
Prieſts that had the holy Oyl upon their Heads, 

Might not ! lament for the Dead; but Kings 
night, as David did for m Abner and for Abſa- 
n. If this be but a Conjecture, yet 
Dis certain, that their Civil and Eccleſiaſtick 
to Wndicatures and Judges were diſtin& and diffe- 


ab, ent. Feboſhophat ® ſer Judges in the Land 
Of- Vroug bout all the fenced Cities of Judah, City 
nd City : therefore alſo at Feruſalem the chief 


ſts, nod City. Moreover, in Feruſalem did Je- 
en N bophat ſet of the Levites and Prieſtsi, &c. 
"and faid, Behold, P Amariah the Chief Prieft 
ice over you in all Matters of the Lord, and Zebe- 
Jab the Son of Iſhmael, the Ruler of the Houſe 
to Judab, for all the King's Matters. Here's a 
the Moſt clear Diſtinction: For ; 
2X 1. The Civil Judicature was not confin'd to 
fol ne Place, but was in every fenc'd City; where- 
the the Eccleſiaſtical Judicature was tyed to Feru- 
Piem, A the place that the Lord did chuſe. + 
2. The — at Jeruſalem in the Sth 
Ferſe, is uſher'd in with a Moreover, which wou'd 
have been needleſs, if it had not been Ecclefia- 
3 2 , and different from the former in the Sh 
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3. The Civil in the 5 th V 


call'd Fudges , who could not be Belgta af ch, ry 2 


becauſe he ſpeaks of them Verſe 8. po 
4. The Obje& 


| r Verſe 13. 


s of theſe two Judicatories a are l 
very different: The Object of tbe one, is all the 
King's Matters; of the ther, all the Lords Mat- 


There were two different W Ama- 1 


riab over the Judges in all the Lord's Mat- Ti 


Matters. 


ters, Zebadiah over the Judges in all the King S 


If, Sir, be ſuggeſted, that tho* theſe two 3 


Judicatures were diſtin& , 


ted, charg'd and — —— them. 


yet they were the 
mere Creatures of Ki ng Jeboſbopbat: He appoin- 


1 reply x. That theſe were no new Judicato- j ; | 
ries erected, but old ones reſtor d by him; bear 


than the Prophets and Pri 


ing and . the Kings, was a Demon- 
{tration of their Ci Sovereignty. 3. The King's as 


Power of commanding, as King, muſt be com- 


ing Date from the time that God ſepa rated the 
Sacerdotal from the Regal Office, and A fett] d the 
Prieſthood in the Houſe of Aaron, in the Tribe 
of Levi; after which, Kings might not execute 
the Sacerdotal Function. 2. The Jewiſh Kings hr 
commanding the Prieſts to do their Duty, was 
no more a Proof of their de — Sovereignty , i 

* charging, rebuk- 


menſurable to his Power of puniſhing the Tranſ- | 1 | 
greſſors of his Command; N N ever ſince 


1 1 Date, was, and ſtill is only exter- 


a 0 
1 


4 Xa mnt os . , 30. 33. var bg b &c. 


nally. b. K 


Y 
* 
of 


f "the Mrrkr and the Ckown. 15 
ally. 4. Tho! Kings or Queens formerly 
„ nd ſtill have — 2 command Biſhops and 
Prieſts accumulatiuely; that is to do their Diary, 
2D fulfil God's Will in the Adminiſtration. of his 
Ppiritual Kingdom: Yet they have no Right to 
Wommand them privatively, t char i is, they have no 
N Fight to command them to betray their Spiritu- 
WU Privileges, and ſurrender | them to their 


2 15 ection. Two ſuch Powers ruling the 
'Y Body Politick, is as abſurd as to ſuppoſe two 
Souls independent of one another, to govern 
che Body Natural. Two Heads to the ſame 
Body, whether Natural or Political, can ſerve 
to no other Uſe, than to make a Monſter of 
i. 
"© Anſwer. Theſe Gentlemen are not aſham'd to 
; Wo, when they cannot prove their Point. They 
2 dppoſe the Church and State to be one and rhe 
ne Boch or Society; whereas they are 16090 
ry diſtin& ones in their Original, in their Na- 
Pre and Conſtitution, in the Ends they aim at, 
d in the different Means by which they pur- 
„„ Me their ſeveral Ends; as is already declar'd by 
| Ny of Antitheſis in the End of the ff Letter. 
chat the Monſter diſappears, when we ſhew 
0 formally diſtinct Bodies or Societies, to fix 
= 2 two Heads upon. N 
1 The ſame Company of Men confider'd as G. 
I Rense, are a Civil Society ſubject to the King or 
| 4 queen, who is to them. under God, the ** 


1 iT. _ = — — —_—_— —— 1— I * 
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by. : fee, Prin- 
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Principle and Source of all political State-Unity, ' 
- Government/ and —— But the ſame Men 
conſider'd as Chriſtians , are à Church Sorry 
ſubje& to their Biſhop, who is to them nder 
Chrift, the Head, Principle and Source of all 
ſpiritual Church. C ney: oz «Government and In- 
fluences. n 
I hope then, Sine it-is beyond doubt, chat 
the ſame Number of Men may be form'd into 
two formally diſtinct Societies, of different Na- 
tures and Denominatiaps ; under their man 
Heads, or influencing Governours: They are 
the ſame Men, the ſame Company of Men, J- 2 
zenus Men, but the different inſtituted Habitudes | In 
and Relations they ſtand in to the Sacerdotal and 
Regal Sovereigns „in their vaſtly different Af- 
fairs ſpiritual and ſecular; do juſtly entitle. them 
ſmgly and jointly to different Characters and De- 
nominations. Yea, Sir, in purely Temporals, 
the ſame Number of Men may be of two diffe- 
rent Societies or Companies, as of the Sotet h- Sa- 
; Company, and of the Faft- India- Company, which 
have diſtin& Charters and Governours, indepen- 
dent of each other. 1 
Obj. There cannot, there ought. not to be 1 th 
e two ſuch. independent Powers in the ſame Na- 
tion; becauſe they are apt to claſh and inter- 
4 fere about the ſame things, to iſſue forth i 
| © contrary Commands to the ſame Perſons, or 
t enjoin them different things at the ſame time. 
And *© can it be ſay they, that 100 
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dhe Miank anditbe Crown 1 7 


Jy, J who is the Gad of Order, and not of Confu- 
en 8 ſion, would ever involve us in ſuch 3 
ty cable Difficult ies? 


Au, 1. The Commiſſions of the Biſbof rela th 
or Queen, are ſo different in Kind, and fot 
ut . and 3 — # cati 
4 Never Galh: They are two | 

at * hat can never nach to croſs eaeli other; — 
to prſcquently, if theſe HierarchicaÞ atid Secular 
a- F Otent⸗ did act Within the Bounds of their 
ict "Wroper reſpe&ive Commiſſions, they cbuld ne- 
re F Guts; thwart or interfere with each other; 
4 f '£ Dr could the People be haraſs'd with contrary 
jun&ions: Then would the Prieſts u put the 


J E. in mind; to be ſubject 0 Principalities and 


\f- 1 err, and to obey Magiſtrates; then would 
m ings be u. Poles, and Queens e 
Py Mor bers to the Church. tur 0 


2. If both Church and State Magiſtrates ftm- 
believd, chat neither of them receives his 
Fommiſſion and Authority from the other, but 
ch from à Power that is fuperior' to them 
ch, who is Almighty to avenge himfelf of 
__ oſe who will not be detertnin'd by his Orders; 
x Wen would they view their reſpective Commil- 
La- ons oftner , and be afraid to exceed ; then 
Pould neither of them be as 2 bundle of Briars | 
y P one another, or to the People under them; 
| hen would ſuch awful Impreſſions be made on 
4) ach of them, as no haughty Ambition, pretend- 
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ed ReſetvenoritemporinidgSibioes;'couktiever i I 
-eraſerii tot ot 2 oviorittious blnow no! 
3- Suppoſe, that in ſuch an indeptivdent Con- 4 
ſtitution of Church and State, the Eccleſiaſtical 
and Secular Princes ſuld ———— 
| ſet them, and ſtreteh their Line beyond its 1 
Meaſurd , as has been, and may Wi done; , | 
yet this is no Argument againſt Fact, that they 1 
are not ſo conſtituted: Nor is it a Proof, that 
ſuch a Conſtitution ſhould be ſapp'd and blown 1 
u b :\TheriederenddtituGouſtitntion) is not in 
Fault, but only ſuch Governours or others, that 
break-in upon it. Admit then the objected In- . 
convenieneies and Difficulties, there's :2 Remedy. 
If Biſhops or Prieſts, as fuch, uſurp any Branch . 
of the Regal Power, or — 4 — wy 
q 

] 

[ 
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the King or Queen may, 00k 2 to — 
him to the ſame Degree; at leaſt, as he wou'd #8 
bs other Subject, for the like Offences | . 
If Secular Princes, as ſuch, take upon them- 
ſelves- to execute the Prieftly Office; or any 
Brauch of it, in proportion to what 8a 
* Uz#iabior-* Feroboam did, or otherwiſe in 5 5 
lte Cases; then I ſay, ag A Right Reverend and 
Learned Prelate ſolemnly preach'd before the 
N ſome time 7 „ There would be 1 
Nullity in every thing that the Prince did 
this kind, and e err g . in pov an Caſe 


— — — — — 
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7 655. BE TEES a * 2 Chron. 26. 16. 

| « x Kings 12. 31. and 13, 14 
Rs 281 s Sermon before the Queen at St. amess, 
reh. 1 om. 1 13. 8 v, and publiſhed by Her 

Majeſty's ſpecial Command, * of * 


2 oy ” would 4 1 
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be Mrrur and b CROWN. = 
would be, to remonſtrate to the Printe in the 
moſt decent and reſpectful Terms "the Un- 
E pteipeg Gf ſuch un Amempe; WIe 28 t 
withſtand him too, with cke Pl — n Force, 
as the moſt dutiful Son might uſe to reſtrain 
and hold back his Father from running into 
a Fire, or falling into a Pit: As the Prieſts of 
che Temple did, © when their Ning went in- 
to the Temple of the Lord, to burn Incenſe up- 
on the Altar of Incenſe ; they went in after him, 
# ſays the Text, and withſtood Uzziah the King, | 
and ſaid unto him, it appertaineth not unto 
W thee to burn Incenſe unto the Lord, but to the 
=X Pri:fts the Sons of Aaron, that are conſecrated 
o burn Incenſe: Go out of }f the Sanctus 471 for thou 
ben treſpaſſed, Rs ſhall it befor thing 
Honour from the Lord God. 25 
f, Sir, the temporal Sovereign news him- 
wt inflexible, and will not be reſtrain d by ſuch 
emonſtrances, but continues his Encroach- 
ents; and even proceeds from bad to worſe, 
il he becomes an Original in ſuch ſacrilegi- 
85 [mpieties: Tho? his Subjects, of what Rank 
and Quality ſoever, cannot upon pain of Damna- 
the n commence any hoſtile Reſiſtance againſt 
e 2% n, or politically puniſh- him; yet the Great 
I of « od, King of Kings, #6/4ubom- alone be ſtands 
aſe, countable will not fail to vindicate the Ho- 
— Nur of bis own Inſtſtutions, at the great Day 
final Decifion, if not before; as inthe Caſe of 
1 ng Uzziah. & 1 1 30 e 
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I che Civil and Eccleſiaſtical Governours be 1 10 
ſ uppos d to eee different things, % 0 
and 1 to Ey the ſame Perſons, ſubject to both 3 
theſe Powers, er contrary or different Obli- X 
gations: Certainly, Sir, in ſuch a Caſe, one of 
them is in the rong and abuſes his Power. 2 
But is it reaſonable, from a juſt Diſlike of me 9 H 
Abuſe ,.40-infer an equal Diſlike of the rigbt Wa 
Uſe 2 The Subject's Duty is plain, without ca- Fa 
ſting off either 155 Kodlefaſtical or Civil Gover- ſu 
nour. The Head. ach may be curd. without = 
cutting off the Head: For 1 
If the Matter about which they give out — 1 x 
croſs Orders, be order'd and determin'd by the 
Divine Lam, either directly, or by right Conſe. Y 
quence + Then ſuch Direction is to be peaceably 
obſerv'd, whoſoever he be that oppoſes. it. 
If the Mutter about which they are ſuppos d 
to iſſue forth ſuch croſs Orders, be ent 
in it ſelf, which do's no otherwiſe oblige, but 
as it is commanded by a lawful Authority, that re 
has Power to determine us in ſuch Crumſtan. 1 


ces; then it either relates to Civil Affairs „orf 
to Ecclefaſtical,. 4 
If this indifferent Matter relates to Civil me 
fairs, then I humbly conceive, that the Biſhops p 
and Paſtors of the Church, 45 ſuch, would bel 
altogether in the wrong, to countermand their 
Prince's Injunctions: And he might by Secular 7 l 
Force oblize them. to. deſiſt, puniſhing them . 11 
Uſurpers of Civil Authority. | 3 
If Tuch indifferent Matters relate to Ecclga. 4-3 
flica re which che Hierarchical 179009 4 
. sf? pes [ ju 'l 


. 
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udge to be needful for the better and more re- 


Hular Adminiſtration of the holy Offices, and 
U he external Polity of the Church: Then, a 


1 


d 1 rood King OT Queen in any - Country, whoſe | | 


Underſtanding has been duely inform'd by his 
| _ e, Inſtructors, will not attempt to thwart 
he Sacred College in ſuch Matters; but will 
Eiter, as he is politically concern d in them, 
xtify them by his Civil Sanction. But if the 
ſupreme Civil Magiſtrate, in whoſe Breaſt are 
He — — Imperii, thinks fit to adviſe, or po- 
3 l to command his governing Clergy to al- 
f 3 er, or to add to, or diminiſh from ſuch indif- 
erent Matters, a8 being moſt conducive to the 
blick Peace; then the wy ny Clergy through- 
aut the World know it to be their Duty, os to 
er under, rather than to rebel againſt their 
d ing commanding /inful things; ſo to obey him 
> all things lawful and not contrary to the Divine 
aw, as things in their own Nature indifferent 
b Ire acknowledg'd to be. 

Odjection. St. Paul appeal'd from the Church 
o the State, from the "Hieb Prieſts Tribunal to 
20 s: Which clearly ſhews, ſay they, that in 


x 


Þpon the Crown. 
4 il W Anſwer. St. Paul appeal'd not from an Eccleſi 


ua, latters. The Fews ha combin d © to murder 
m 2 im; but being * happily IS. they 
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pur. 


pt. Paul's Judgment, the Mitre ſhould depend | 


| 


heir Wſtical Tribunal to © ths wb s in proper Church 


22 A'CONTINOATION of 
purſu'd his Life in the Roman Courts; and 
knowing well enongh, that the Roman Deputies 
reckon'd not any Accuſation relating to the 
Jewiſh Religion, to be a Matter worthy 8 of 
Death or Bonds; they therefore principally 
charge him with h Sedition, a capital Crime, 
not doubting thus to work their Point. But 
the Jews not being able to prove their Charge 
againſt him, i either before Fælix Governour 
6f Ceſarea, or * before Portius Feſtus who ſuc- 
ceeded him; and yet St. Pau! obſerving the 
Partiality of Feſtus, that he was deliberating to 
throw him into the Snares of thoſe Men who 
thirſted after his Blood; he appeal'd from the 
partial Feſtus to Ceſar, from an inferior to a 
' ſuperior Civil Judge, as is ® manifeſt; and not 
from an Eccleſiaſtical to a Civil Judge. And in- 
deed, Sir, thoſe who ſay, St. Paul appeal'd to 
an Heathen Emperor in Cauſes formally Eccle- * 
fiaſtical , muſt have a very mean, or a very ma- 
ktious Opinion of him, in endeavouring to brand 
him with ſuch a ridiculous Action, as referring 
his Chriſtian Faith to the Deciſion of an infidel 
Prince; or appealing from the Church to one 
without the Church, in Matters properly and 
formally religious. | ne 
If, Sir, the Caſe be put in Chriſtian Coun- 
tries, our Adverſaries Scheme do's quite ſubvert 
the Notion and Nature of an Appeal : For an 
Appeal is always from an inferiour to a ſuperiour 


"8s Ads 18. 14, 15, 16. and Ch. 23. 29. BH 
. Ads 24. 5. I Thid. v. 12. 13. 18. * Ch. 25: 7+ 
* Ch. 25. 9. compar d with v. 2. 3. 7 Ibid. v. 10,11, 


Judge, 
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Tudge, in eadem ſeric, in the fame Nature and 


Kind of Judicatures, and not in different. 
If it be ſuppos d, that One is highly injur d 
by the Church Governors; and Relief be aſł d. 
conceive, Sir, that we ought to diſtinguſn be- 
tween a Complaint and an Appeal, and ſay, that 


if the Church Governours ſhould at any time ſo 
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roceed againſt common Juſtice, as to cenſure a 
Perſon unheard, or before Conviction, either 
by Confeſſion, or by ſufficient Witneſſes; which 
yet by the way, I think is a very uncharitable 
invid ious 7 And if this Perſon be affe- 
cted in his Civil Rights, by Intervention of the 
ſecular Laws, then the injurd Perſon may 
complain to the ſecular Prince; who in view 
Subject from temporal Difficul. 


„ 


* 


of reſcuing hi 


| | 5 ties, may effectually oblige the Eccleſiaſtical | 


Judges to re- conſider the Caſe. - 85 
Objection. The Independence of the Church 
upon the State in its pure Spirituals, is an odicus 
Preſbyterian Doctrine; and therefore away with 

it. At this Rate ſpeaks a modern n Author. 
In anſwering this terrible Charge: I will 1. 
ſhew, that ſuppoſing it were maintain'd by the 
Preſbyterians, it is not therefore merely upon 
that account to be rejected. 2. That there is a 
great difference between the Preſdyterians and us, 
as to this Doctrine: And 3. That there is a 
greater, yea a thorough Diſagreement, in the 
Application of it. 1 
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New High Church turn'd old Presbyterian. Utrum horum. 
1. Tho 
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1. Tho” thE'Point in hand were a Favourite 
of the Prefbyterians,' we muſt not co nomine, 
rily for that Reafon, caſhier it,” There are fem 
or no Sects fo abandon'd to Error, as not to re- 
ram ſome Truths, which we bought not to diſ- * 
card or reverſe. He muft be à very Infidel, i © 
that would the ever-glorious Doctrine of 
the Trinity in Unity, becauſe the Preſoyrerians E 
And here, for Information's fake; 1 beg Mt! 
leave, Sir, to propound a few Queries. 
Qu. 1. Setting afide the new word Tranfub- 
ſtantlation, and the grofs Corporal Preſence be- 
ing excluded. I aſk, Whether the Clerg 
ought to ſtrike this Expreſſion out of our Cate- 
chiſm : The Body and Blood of Chriſt which are 
verily and indeed taten and receiv'd by tile 
Faithful in the Lord's Supper © Becauſe Mr. 
Calvin , the Father of the Prefbyteriaas , moſt i 
deliberately affirms , „ That the true ſub/ton- 
4 tial Body and Blood of Chrift is exhibited to, 
and receivd by the Faithful, in the Lord's 
« Supper : That they receive it not by Imagi- 
nation only, or by mental Underſtanding ; 
«but do enjoy it realhj and indeed, &c. That 
* ? that Body and Blood of Chriſt, in which 


« be 
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Ceterum bis abſurditatibus ſublat ic, quicquid ad exprimendan i 
veram ſubſtantialemque Corporis- ac Sanguinss. Domini communicati· 


onem, que ſub ſacris Cone Symbolis fidelibus exhibetur, facere poteſt © 
libenter recipio : atque ita ut non Imaginatione duntaxat aut mentis i * 4 
Intelligentia percipere , ſed ut re ipſa Fu in alimentum vite æterne Mr. 7 
intelligantur. Calv. Inſtitat. J. 4. c. 1745. 19. d ar 


* Dico igitur, in Cene Myſterio per Symbola panis & , Chri- 
fam vere webie extiberi , adeoque Corpus & Sanguinem ch, in 517 Bi 
7 Ki 


the /Mttae and the CRoπ ! .-. 35g 
t be fulfil d all Obedience to procure Righteouſ- 
« neſs for us, ic truly given to us; whereb 

« firſt we ſhould become one Body with him, 

and then being Partakers of his Subſtance ; 
may feel his Power in communicating all his 
“Benefits. * 

Muſt we be oblig' d, Sir, to ſay, that in this 
Point of the Real Preſence there is more than a 
Modal difference, or more than a difference as to 
the Manner of its being there, between us and 
our Adverſaries; becauſe the ſame Catuin lays, 
that a there is we more ? 

Muſt we expunge the abovefaid Senvenc 
out of our Catechiſm, becauſe a Scotch * Pre 
Jim Catechiſm , which I had the Honour 70 
Mee in the Honourable Mr. Archibald Campbell's 


re 

ie Furious Library, teaches as follows? I will not 

tr, leviate from the Original ſo much, as to alter 
he Spelling. - The Rubrick or Title rung thus, 

N- * 

0, Cbriſtis natural 1 is bead 

I's es Queſtion. Then we receaue onlie the w- 

gi. kens, and not his bodie? 

Pp; ho: Anſwer. We receaue his very' ſubſtantial 

hat We bodie and bloode. 

ich — — — th. ai. FEY 


bus omne in Obedientiam pro comparanda nobis juſtitia adimplevir : 9¹ 
licet primum in unum Corpus cum ipſo coaleſcamus; dernde partici- 
es Subſtantiæ ejus facti, in bonorum omnium commenting virt u- 
en quoque ſentiamus. Calv. Inſt. J. 4. c. 17. 5. 
1 Eyed tamum de modo queſtio eff. Thid.” 8. 31. r 
4 ſhort Summe of che whole Catechiſme, (c. gathered by 
Ar. Zobne Craig Miniſter of God's Worde, to the Kings M. impriat- 
d ar Edinburgh , by Henries Charteris. \ Anno. 6. U. IXXXI. 
af - Cum Preuilegio Regali. . dt 
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26 A CONTINVATION 'of 
u. How can that be prouen? 
« An; By the trueth of his Wordes; ad da- 
c crament. 
Qu. Declare that by the Sacrament. 
An. As that naturall ſubſtance of the Ele- 
mentis is giuen, even fo the naturall ſubſtance 
*'of CHRIST 18 bodie. 
Qu. But his natural] bodie is in heaven. 
An. No dout, but yet we receaue it in 
< earth. 
„Qu. How can that be? 
Au. By the wondertull working of the ho- 
“ lie Spirit. 3 
2. 2. Mr. Richard Baxter ſays; r « hat 
« Objective preſence to the ſenſes, eyes and 
« ears, of thoſe that heard Chriſt and his Apo- 
44 ſtles, and ſaw their Miracles, was to the firſt 
4 Converts in thoſe times, that partly Tradition Id 
„ig to us, or the neceſſary Medium. The 
Words could not come down to us, without - 
„ ſome. to deliver them: And we have, ſay: 
« be, the Bible by Traditon.“ Now, Sir, I de- 
fire to be reſol g, whether we are oblig d to 
deny all this, only becauſe a Preſbyterian Rabbi pa 
aſſerts it? + 
Qu. 3. AProvincial Aſſembly of Preſbycerian 
P reachers, arguing againſt the S-Barian Congre- 
gational Independents, * affirms and u largelylf 
my; that the —_— Dioceſan run om 
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t Full and 1005 SarisfaRtion whichy! is hs true and ſafe Religion f 
London, Printed 1674. P. 22. 
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Miniſters are true, and not Antichriſtian. 


Shall we, Sir, deny; becauſe they, tho'ſelf 
condemm d, affirm this? N 6 49D} 

4. The ſame Preſbyterian Provincial Aſ- 
ſembly declares to the World, that Popiſb Or. 
dination and Baptiſm are found for the ſub- 
ſtance : That the Miniſtry paſſing to us thro 
Rome is as valid as the Scriptures, Sacramente, 
or any other Goſpel Ordinances which we now 
enjoy; which, ſay they, do all deſcend to us 
from the Apoſtles thro' the Romiſh Church And 
that the falſe Worſhip, Gc. V of the Church of 
Rome do's not unchurch her. 
= Now, Sir, I deſire to be exactly inform'd, 
whether we muſt reject theſe Poſitions, becauſe 
embrac'd by Preſbyterians And then: Whether 
eejecting them as falſe, would not ſap the Foun- 


ion 1 dation of the Reformation? $729 
he Qr. 5. Whether ought we to deny the Being 


out ; of * the Holy Catholick Church, and the Neceſ- 


ay: WMlity of the Communion of Saints therein, or 
de- the Neceſſity of being in her Boſom in order to 
| tog obtain Pardon and Salvation, becauſe Calvin the 
bi patriarch of the Preſbyterians ſays ſo? And 


s it, Sir, a Preſbyterian Error to affirm that 


ianßthe Church is but One, or as Calvin ſays, 
8 that it | the Church] is call'd Catholick or 
seh eee eee eee e 


bid. p. 43 and p. 41. 2 
= * Ibid. p. - * | bid. p. 42, 43. 
Extra cjus ¶ Catholicæ Eccleſiæ] gremium nulla eſt ſperanda pec- 
atorum remiſſio, nec ulla ſalus. Calv. Inſtitut. I. 4. c. 1. §· 4 

* Ided Catholica dicitur ſeu Univerſalis ¶ Eccleſia) quia non duas 
ut tres invenire liceat quin diſcerpatur Chriſtus, quod ſieri non poteſt. 


bid, J. 4. Co Is 9. Z + * 
& Os D 2 Univer- 


Independency in hand, for tho they. deny 


28 ACON TINDUATION.: of 
+, Univerſal; becauſe; we cannot find two or 
t three Churches, but that Chriſt muſt be torn 
4 aſunder; Which is impoſſible? 

Qu. 6. Muſt this Aſſertion, „ We are aſ- 
* ſux'd that Truth ſhall always abide with us, 
„ {> long as we are kept in the boſom of 
the Church, be rejected, becuſe Calvin 
te. held it?“ Muſt this Poſition be caſhier d, 
that tho' the Catholick Church, which knows 
but in part, may err in {ame things, yet cannot 
fall into Fundamental, Mortal and incurable 
Erro rs, ſuch as would take away the Name and 
Nature of a true Church, and deſtroy the Body 
of Chriſt; ſeeing he has promis'd that the 
© Gates of Hell ſhall not C/ prevail? 9 
But 2. There is a great Difference hetween 
the Preſbyterians and us, as to the Doctrine of 


2 


rn 


their Church Power to depend upon Kings, 
yet, I appeal to their Conſcience, would not 
they have the Power and very Being of Kings to 
depend upon themſelves's Will they do any Right, 
or take any Wrong in this Caſe, when tis in 
their Power to do otherwas? Let former Day: 
anſwer. Have they not extended their pretend- 
ed Eccleſiaſtical Power to purely ſecular Mat- 
ters, and taken upon them to fit as Judges in 
Points of common Trade and Commerce © Did 
they not by an Act of Aſſembly at; Dunde: 
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bd Arccedit, quod Veritatem, dum in Eccleſiæ ſiny continemur „ fe: 
Jer nobis conflaturam, ſecuri ſumas. Ibid. &. 3. 
* St, Matthew 16. 18. e 
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1593. 4 prohibit the Scors trading with any of 
the King of © Spain's Bomm ? When the 
Ning of Scotland commanded his Citizens of 
Edinburgh to treat the Ambaſſadours of the 
French King at a ſplendid Dinner 1581, did not 
they command a Faſt on the ſame very day, 
n as the Author of the Riphts tells us when he 
perverſly attempts to turn that groſs Difloyalty 
into an Argument againſt us. Have they not 
over-ruPd Acts of Parliament f by Acts of their 
Aſſembly, and hookt in every thing under their 
Cognizance in Ordine ad Spiritualia + Don't 
they add the Tomporal to their pretended Spiri- 
tual Sword, and have they not upon Principle 
fought againſt their King, and at laſt murder'd 
him to advance their new i-formd Diſcipline'? 
Do not their Parliament Sermons in the Years 
of their great Rebellion abundantly declare this? 
And does not their preſent dear Doctrine of Re: 
ſiſtance ſhew that they are no Chanpelings, and 
that their former bloody an ſcorns a. . 
volut ion? 


in On the contrary, Six, our Potrine i is, hk 
a1: Chriſt's Kingdom-the Church ĩs s nor of chicWorld, 
nd. and fo claims not any Power of determining 
lat WM State-Matters; it entrenches not in the leaſt 


upon the Regal Potentates, but ſtrenuouſſy 
maintains, that our Kings and Queens hold 
their Crowns independent of any but God 


N Bp. Spot ſ wood s Hiſt. p. 393. cited by the Author of Tolera- 
tion diſcuſs'd, &c. Printed ar Londen, ee 5. 399. 
i; Rights, Oc. Part 1. Ed. 2. p. 3 | 
7 Sporſwood's Rift. p. 418, —_ in Cracks: diſcuſs'd p. 321. 
$ ot, Jobn 18, 36. ; 


Hence 
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Hence is the Motto, DIEU ET MON DROTT. 

God and my Right : Hence is DEI GRATIA 

ſtampt on ou Coin, as the Emperours had upon 
theirs a Hand coming out of the Clouds, holding 
a Crown and placing it on their Heads. I [no 
be Clergy, or Laity, or both, ] have ſaid, h Ye 
are Gods. They are Children not of the moft 
Voices, but of the moſt High + They are the 
Lord's Anointed , and not the Peoples. And, 
Sir, the Aſſerters of this Doctrine are ſo far from 
ſupplanting or vexing Kings, that in cafe they 
oppoſe the Clergy in the ' Diſcharge of their 
purely Spiritual Offices, ſuch Clergy is taught 


to uſe no other Arms bur Prayers and Tears, to 


attempt no Methods but what are purel ly Spiri- 4 ; 


tual, They chuſe rather to ſufſer Wrong, than to 


doit ; they know, that AS in ſome Caſes tis neceſ- 
ſary not to obey, SO; in allCaſes tis neceſſary not to 
reſiſt their King or Queen in an hoſtile Manner, as 
_ Preſoyterian Doctors of Reſiſtance have done. 
155 the Preſbyterians and we were agreed 
in GG Joctrine 95 Church Independency, as 
You ſee, Sir, we are not; yet ſtill there's a 
| thorough Diſagreemant between us, as to the 
Appl ation of the Doctrine. 

e ſay that our Bleſſed Lord committed the 
Aufboritative Adminiſtration of his Spiritual 
Kingdom, the Church, to his Apoſtles and their 
See the Biſhops, as his Vice-gerents; unto 
the End of the World, as appears by * their 
Commiliiqn. | web 


* * 
— 


— 


— 


» Pſ. 82. 6. ; St. Matt. 28. 18, 19, 29. 
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Tis certain that the Apoſtles exeras'd a Pow- . 
er ſuperiour to all the other Officers of the 
Church, and it were abſurd to imagine, that 
the Inſtitution of that Order of Perſons, who 
were to be Church Governours, and the general 
Methods of Government then ſettl'd and Ordina- 
rily pratis'd by the Apoſtles, ſhould be only 
Local, Perſonal and Temporary, like ſome Dials 
and Almanac ks, calculated only for ſome ſpecial 
Meridians : For at this bold rate, audacious 
Men might diſpute the other Evangelick Inſti- 
tutions out of the Church, and ſay, that they 
were to continue only for one Age. 8590 

We have, Sir, as certain an account of the 
Succeſhon of this ſupreme Eccleſiaſtical Order 
of Biſhops to the Apoſtles, in the greater Chur- 
ches, as Jeruſalem, Antioch, Rome and Alexan- 
dria; and that in the earlieſt times, in which 
alone the Preſbyterians doubt of it; as we have of 
the Succeſſion of our Engliſh Biſhops, even from 
the Reformation : Yea, Sir, the Government of 
the Church by Biſbaps having Preſoyters and 


Deacons Subjects to them, has, in Conſequence 


Fundamentals of Chriſtianity ,, and with the 
ſame Evidence thro' all Ages, and in all Places; 
where the, Chriſtian Religion has. extended i 
ſelf. | 1 
On the contrary, Sir, the Prefbyterians have; 
in direct Oppoſition, rebell'd againſt, and re- 
jected the ſupreme Eccleſiaſtick Order and Au- 
thority of Biſhops, to whom Chriſt committed 
this independent Church Power: And not only 
Wa ſo, 


of Chriſt's Promiſe, deſcended with the tber 
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ſa; but" have uſurp'd and 'ſacrilegiouſly apply'd 
it to - themſelves ; and ſo have as much as in 
them lies, overthrown the original unalterable 
Divine Conſtitution of the Catholxł Church, 
and effectually thrown themſelves out of it. 
Theſe Preſbyterians, and the other Sectarians 
ſprung out of their Bowels, tho' they were ex- 
actly right in this Doctrine of the Church's In- 
- dependency in Spirituals upon the Crown; as 
they are not, yet they would have no Right to 
apply it to themſelves, or to put in a Claim againſt 
the Encroachments of any Secular Potentates; 


becauſe they have neither Succeſſion nor Ordi- 
nation, neither Biſhops, Prieſts nor Deacons, 
without which there can be no Church. They 
have no Portion of Spiritual Power deriv'd to 
them from Chrift , having cut themſelves off 
from the rightful Succeſſors of the Ahoſtles, whom 


the bleſſed feſus ſent, as bis Father ſent him; and 
conſequently, they have no Reaſon to expect 
that God ſhould ratify any thing in Heaven 
which they pretend to act on Earth, in their 
uſurp d Exerciſe of independent Spiritual Au- 
thority. 

I am aware, Sir, that ſuch Suggeſtions as 
theſe are call'd very uncharitable, by the Gen- 


tlemen of Latitude, who ſeem to have forgot | 

the true Notion of the Church, the Peculium | 
and Chriſtian Prieſthood. What ? To unchurch | 
fuch great Numbers, and involve them in all the | 


dreadful Conſequences ! - How uncharitable, ſay 


they, beſides the Affront put upon the Secular | 


Potentates that tolerate and countenance them. 
4 But, 


| 9 — — 8 — a _ 8 a 
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But, Sir, all this will vatiiſh by confidering, 
that no Body excludes them from the Cartholick | 
Church, but themſelves : That tis by their own 
AA, in rejecting the Church's Government and 


themſelves off from the Church, and forfeit thoſe 
ſpiritual, Privileges annex d to its Communion. 
And, Sir, when People openly and avowedly 
reje& an inſtituted Fundamental of Church Go- 
vernment, and yet claim Church Privileges, and 
among the reſt, Independency upon the Crown | 
in Spirituals; *tis no ways uncharitable, open- | 
ly to tell them of it, ler their Numbers be ever 
= /o great: For great Numbers in a groſs funda- 
mental Error, don't extenuate, but aggravate 
the Fault, and loudly demand us to oppoſe it; 
in Charity to their Perſons, . 

= As to their Pretence of our affronting the Se- 
& cular Potentates, who, they ſay, do tolerate 
and countenance them in their independent 


- Church Power. This, Sir, is a mere Bug-bear + | 
17 For thoſe Princes have nothing to fear from Men 
of unconditionally Loyal Principles, without Re- 


ſerves or Salvoes. Beſides, Sir, however the 
Civil Ms may permit Rebels againſt the 
n. Fiſcopal Order amongſt us, as God Almighty 
: permits the Devil to run to and fro in Chains, to 
© exerciſe the Faith, Patiente and Courage of his 
1 People; yet it would be impious to ſuppoſe, that 
any King or Queen who is entirely for Epiſcopal 
Church Government, ſhould: heartily approve 
„, Rebellion againſt it. Hence it is, that the 4 

of Exemption from the Penalties of certain Laws, 


zut, E "3." 


[1 


Governours by Divine Inſtitution, that they ur 
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in Favour of the 'Exgliſb Diſſenters, commonly 
but improperly call'd the A& of Toleration, looks 
upon them as no part of the Catholick Church, 
in that it expreſly calls the Orders of their Diſ- 
ſeming Teachers, PRETENDED HOLY OR- 
DERS; which is to condemn them as effectu- 
ally, as the State can do in Church Caſes : For 
Tis moſt certain, that prerended holy Orders 
are not true real Holy Orders, and what is not 
true real Holy Orders in England, cannot be ſo in 
any other Part of the World ; and ſuch as have 
no true real 8 cannot Aut horitatively 
aaminiſter the Holy Offices, and there is no 
Church-State, where no due Care is taken for 
fuch Adminiſtrations : And conſequently, OUR 
DISSSENTERS having taken no Care for better 
Orders than they had, when the Act of Exem- i 
ption paſs d in their favour ; are in the declar'd i 
Senſe of that Act, NO CHURCH: And fo have 
no Power to conduct the purely Spirituals, in- 
dependently on the Crown; nor ſhould they 


Ay M> «as —_— —- * as a 


If any unwary Members of the Church of 
England do abet the Preſbyterians Pretenſions to 
a Church State, as indeed they boaſt of having 
many ſuch Friends; I wou'd put a few Querie: 

to the Abettors, F 
Query 1. When did this Preſbyterian Anti-E- 
piſcopal pretended Church commence? In what 
Age? Whether in the Apoſtles time, or how |} 
long dance? Let them produce the Originals of 
tuch 4;Church, and the Epocha of the ueceſſi- 

on ef their Miniſter ? 
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2. Let them ſhew us, in what part 
of the World there was ever any viſible Church 
of their Anti-prelatick Stamp and” Difcipline; 
applied to, and diſtinguiſh'd from other SeRs! of 
Chriſtians, for the firſt F Dünen Hundred Tears 
aſter our Saviour? vin 
Qu. 3. If their Cher has lubſilted all chat 
time in a State of Inviſibility, unknown tor all 
the World beſides themſelves: Let them de- 
monſtrate this unto us? They are under wann 
ſecution, the Secret may he divulg'd. J 
5 4. Suppoſing the Preſiptenting G0 d de- 
monſtrate this, which is yet impoſſible; how 


can they reconcile ſuch an inviſible State of their 

Anti- prelatick Church, ; WIE! our Saviour's Ve- 

nacity, when he ſaid, 4 Le, I am with yatt a 

ray, even unto the End of the World. And that 

4 the Gates of Hell ſhould never preuail againſt 
his Church? How can they reconcile heir in- 

viſible Circumſtances with our Saviour's ſpeaking | 
of his Church, as « City ſet m on an Hill, that 

cannot be hid? And as a 41 that ſhould al- 
ways be apply'd'to, ſeen, heard and underſtood? | 

Hen [whoſoever/he be, and t- what: time. foe- 

ver,] that will not hear the Church, ler him ” 

unto Thee\'as an Heathen, Ke. 

In a word, Sir, if they be.Chriſt's Church, a 

2 Succeſion of whoſe! Paſtors, as the Principle of 

Uniey to the Church, is o perperually guarded 

by his Promiſe; elſe it had been the moſt pre- 

F carious uncertain thing 1 in the World: Then 
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8 St Matth. 28. 20. Ibid. "16 189. w Tbjd, 0b. 5. 14. 
0 * Fph, 4. 8, In, 12,13. St. Mat. 28 20. 
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Qu. 5. Whether thePreſbyterians can deduce 
the uninterrupted Miſſion and Succeſſion of 
their Miniſters, from the Apoſtles times, thro 
all Ages, to this very Day? 

If, Sir, it be impoſſible for them to do this, as 
certainly it 1s, then they have no Biſhop, no 
Prieft ;, without whom, as ? St. Ignatius co-tem- 
porary with the Apoſtles ſays, there cannot be ſo | 
much as the Name of a Church: And if ſo, they 
have no right to claim or to exerciſe any Church 
Power; for as St. Cyprian ſays of the Schiſma- 

* nicks in his Days, 4 they ſucceed to no Body, 

by whom they can derive ſuch a Power, but 

proceed from themſelves, and are the Original 
of their own Authority: Which is in effect, to 
be lamentably independent upon Chrift himſelf: 

Thus you fee, Sir, with how little Reaſon 3 
tis objected to Epiſcopalians, that the Indepen- 

dency of the Church, in its purely Spirituals, 
upon the State, as above explain d, is a Preſbyteri- 
an Doctrine; ſeeing we ſo vaſtly differ from them © 
in the Doctrine itſelf, and totally in the Applica -- 
tion of it: The Difference, at leaſt, being as 
great as was between the Royaliſts and the Re- 
Is in another Caſe, when the Rebels apply d 
the Subſtantials of Regal Sovereignty, to that 
execrable tyrannical Uſurper Oliver Cromwell. Te 
But, Sir, this is not all: The Autbor of the fat 
Rights, &c. purſues this Doctrine with a more 
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- * Sucredunt netpini, a ſeipſis orti. * 


Obe 


they were contriving 


Ohjection. © The Independence of the Church, 


jn its purely ſpiritual Adminiſtrations, upon 


« the State; is a Popiſn Doctrine; as that 
Gentleman ſays expreſly in a great many places 


of his Book ; or to the ſame purpoſe. 


.» Anſwer 1. Tis too well known, Sir, that 


the word Popery, which always excites the ut- 
moſt Reſentment of Engliſhmen, «has been often 


cunningly miſapply'd to the moſt: Primitive 


Truths, to ſerve' a turn : Ihe Trinity, In- 
fant: Baptiſm, the Immortality of the Soul, and 
u an ardain d Miniſtry have been, and are ſtill 


call'd Popiſb, by ſuch as formerly had, and {till - 


have a mind to extirpate theſe Doctrines. 
In the beginning of the great Rebellion, when 


WORK, POPERYT was the Word' perpetually 
ſounded in the People's Ears, to engage them to 
lay to an AX. *'* He, [the venerable Archbiſbop 
« Laud) ſaid the then great Speech-maker, 
« pleads fair for a Patriarchate —— He pleads 
« Pqopeſbip under the Name of a Patriarch: 


« And I much fear, ſaid he, leſt the end and 
« top of his Patriarchal Plea may be as that of 


7 — 


—— 


— 


— 
— 22. — 5 — — —v— 


" Myſteries. diſcover'd by Paul Beſt. 10 647. p. 5, 11. cited in a 
Teſtimony of the Truths of Feſus Chriſt, &c. Printed 1648. and 
{ſubſcribed by 32 Presbyterian Miniſtets. p. 6, 7. 

Vanity of Childiſh Baptiſm. Part. 2. p. 30. Cited Ibid. p. 18. 

* Man's Mortality. Printed 1643. p. 56. Cited Ibid. p. 19, 20. 
De Launer Plea, 

A collection of Speeches made by Sir Edward Dering. Lond. 
Printed 1642. p. 73. 9 re Ns 

* Ibid; p. 8. The Speech was made in the Houſe of Commons. 
Neovember ag. 1649, 1; 6. Dc 
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Cc. recommended by D. Ne. 1706. p. 2122. | i 
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1 


have two Heads, One, Caput Regale; an- 


= lel; to ſet . h as the Crown.” 


into the Merits of the Cauſe? Muſt we turn 
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4 Cardinal Pole: his Predeceſſor, who would 


< other, Caput Saperdotale: A droud Paral- 


Thus that Manager. The Artiſts in levelling 
alarum'd the people with a continual Cry of 
Popery , Popery; as a ſort of ene to 
| ſcare them from every thing which they were 
pleas' d to perſecute with that frightful Sound. 
2. Suppoſing, but not granting, that this 
Doctrine, as above explain d, were exactly af. 
ſerted by the Romiſh C Church: I pray, Sir, to 
- be ſatisfy'd in the following Queri es. 
Qu. 1. Is it reaſonable to re ject any Dofrine 4 


| that the Church of Rome Teaches , ONLY be- * 


cuuſe ſhe teaches it, without farther Enquiry I 


Infidels,- in pure ſpite to thoſe of the Roman Wi! 


Communion? They maintain the Apoſtles Creed, 
muſt we therefore reprobate and diſcharge it? 
Are there not, Sir, a great many ihibgs! that 
the Papiſts ſay and hold, which are no-Superf- 


cations of Popery, but genuine Branches of true Bi." 


Chriſtianity, which may be ſaid in terminis by 

Proteſtants, and yet they never a whit the 
worle, but much 5 better? 

| 4. 2. Muſt we be oblig'd 1 to reject 


the llowing Points, / witbout'Explication , be. 


cauſe the Church of Rome literally aſſerts them , | 
tho? She too often adds erroneous * b 
which we diſomn, and moſt uncharitably differs 


from us as to the Beneficial Application of the : 


uncontroverted Truths; 5 While She, tho' but an 
unſound 


* 
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unſound Part of the Carbolick: Church, do's mioff 
unjuſtly call her ſelf the N bole Catholick Church, 
and inally engroſſeth the ſaving Benefits 
of all reveal d Truths and Ordinances to her ſelf, 
excluſive of us; which we do not, excluſive of 


A deſire, Sir, that to avoid Miſunderſtanding, 
Jas well as to prevent Repetition, You would be 
pleas'd to keep in Mind the Contents of the ſe- 
cond Query, while You read the four immedi- | 
Lately following. 41 | 4.40 
On. 3. Whether it be a Popiſh Error to aſ- 
ſert an uninterrupted Lineal Succeſſion of Bi- 
hops and Prieſts, in virtue of our Saviour's Pro- 

riſe, as Eſſentially neceſſary to his Church; 
„ecauſe Papiſts ſpeak to the ſame effect? And 
ience, Whether the Doctrine of the Perpetual 
„ BW /ility of the Catholic Church from its very 
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by 


Heginning to the Conſummation of all things, 
Who' as to ſome Parts or particular Members of 
Wt, obſcured for a time, be a Popiſh Invention, 
Becauſe the Papiſts aſſert the ſame; tho they 
moſt unjuſtly apply it only to themſelves? Was | 
PBiſbop Fewel in the wrong for ſaying, that « *the” W 
General or qutward Church of God is viſible 

* and may be ſeen?” Was Dr. Ri. Field infected 
vith Popery, for affirming, that * it ei | 


9 Matth. 28. 20. ; 
Defence of the Apology of the Church of England, &. 
ondon, Printeg 1371. 5p. 428. A 10 8 CUES Eine 
Lib. 3. p. 19. cited by Richard Montague in his Appello Caſarem. 

= juſt Appeal from two unjuſt Informers, London, Printed 1625. 
137. This Book was Approved and Licenſed by Dr. Francis 1 
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E but they that arę the true Church, muſt, by 
* Profeſſion of the Truth, make themſelves 
* known; in ſuch ſort, that by their Profeſſion 
and Practice, they may be diſcern d from other 
Men? Whether it be not an Impeachment 
of the Divine Veracity, Power, and Goodneſs, to 
ay, that the Catbolick-Church' mention'd in * 
Creed, ever was or can be reduc'd to an inviſi- 
ble State, fo as not to be ſeen, heard or pub- 
lickly underſtood : Foraſmuch as her Sovereign 
King, her Rock and Protector has, in that as 
well as other Reſpects, engag'd his Omnipotence 
in Oppoſition to the Gates | the; utmoſt Power 
and Policy] of Helle And in Conſequence: of 
that, has, in the Caſe of Offences, leſt a per- 
petual ſtanding Rule, TELL IT UNTO THE 
CHURCH, and if he negle& to HEAR THEM 
CHURCH, let him be unto thee as an Heather 
Man and a Publican £ 1205 I 
Qu. 4. Whether, Sir, we are oblig'd to de- 
ny, becauſe thoſe of the Roman Communion, tho 
by groſs Mi application of it only to themſelves, 
do affirm, that the Holy Scriptures are commit- 
ted only to the One Catholick Church, as 


Guardian and Keeper. of them, and that thei ©. 
Truth is only to be ſought and ordinarily found MF © 
there; all out of her having loſt all Right and 
Claim to thoſe Spiritual Treaſures, Privilege 
—— % 2 — — — — — — =: 
4 


Dean of Carliſle, as agreeable to the Doctrine, Faith and Diſcipline 
| eſtabliſhed in the Church of England. Feb, 15. 156g- See from) 
x32. to p. 140. of Montague 8 Appeals FANS 

1 Tim. 3. Is. 2 Tim. 1. 73. 


eee 
5 the wy Whether, Sir , this., 


. he hurch . of . England, | e Tthel 
hath duthority. in Controverſies 9 
Expoſition 


neral Terms lay the like, ibo differing from. 
in particular 1 an 2 Whether ſome things 
in St. Paul's Writings, * bard to be ung 
Don't make the early Hiſtories and 


by aner 
Whether 
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2.6. Whether, as the preſent Biſhop of Sa- 
+148 ays, It would not date been s a f ollen and 
chilgiſn Peevichnels to have chang the formal 
Words vs'd in the'Impoſition of Hands, Receive 
the Holy Ghoſt, becauſe, 1 it was us di in the Church 
-of Wn = 3g; 

1. 7. Whether we muſt expunge a Collea] 

PIE" our Liturgy, auch renounce the Guardi- 
_anſhip. of An; geld, * heir ſt I ccouring and defen- 
Ang 16 on Barth their kind and conſtant Care 
' for: the Children of. God, beeauſe thoſe of thei 
"Roma Chnmunign thankfully acknowledgetheir by 
Allitanced © 7 
But 2. Our Docktine concerning the Diſtin-M 
Gion between the Mitre and the Crown, and the 
©Indeperidence' of the Church in its purely Spiri- He 
tua! Adminiſtrations, upon the State, is not the 
"fame with, but Laſtly different from the Tope 1 
 Dottrines concerning them. N 
I. The Pap al Doctrine about this Polt 1s, Mets 
that the Po ope Fg the Primary Subjett of al if 
85 iritoal Church Power, yea ayn the, Epiſco- 1 Nig 
"pal Power 11 18 wholly in the Pope, 15 its is 
ource, who fliares out to the other Ec ted 
ehe as His Delegates onhy, ſuch Degrees rei 
"of it as he pleaſes to communicate from his pre-if Av] 
Pu ie 
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grey Rome! s Church Government. Eng. Edition, i6 78. P. 84, 8 
5 tended | 
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4. i tended Soverei ign Plenitude : Diego Lainez, Ge- 
d neral of the Jeſuits, *openly deck this in the 
al Council of Trent, in an Oration whi ch he then 
ſolemnly made againſt the Divine Rights of Bi- 
ſhops. We fay on the contrary, that every Bi- 
C (bop has a Divine Right, that the College of Bi- 
@ ſhops is the Subject of the Power of the Keys, that 
as the Reverend and Learned Dr. George Hickes 
obſerves, * The Care of the Catholick Church 
% was committed jointly, as well as ſeverally, 
and in whole, as well as in part, to the Apo- 
cir ſtles and their Succeſſors the Biſhops. In 
p * which the Government of the Church differs 
in- 1 from the Government of the World. 
the 2. The Pope would have the Clergy inde- 
ri pendent on the State in Temporal Matters : 
he le exempts the Goods and Perſons of Clerg y- 
pal Nen from the Civil Fuftice of the Kingdom, and 
he Cogniſance of the Civil Judicatures, and 
is Nets up other Tribunals veſted with Power of 
eh Life and Death; which is deſtructive to tlie 
c9- b Rights of Kings. "On the contrary, our Church 
is|@iſclaims all external Force whatſoever ; we 
Ec-Mtcdfaftly maintain the King's or Queen's Su- 
ces remacy over all Perſons Eccleſiaſtical as well as 
re- ivil, in all Temporal Civil Affairs: Yea that 
__ Mc Regal Supremacy extends it ſelf not only to 
I Perfons, but alſo to all Cauſes, as well Fc- 


H 4 12 as Temporal, in a purely Civil Politi- 
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7 The Pop? exatts the Mitre above the Crown 
| in, Temporals He afferts, chat Kings depend 
upon him for their Crowns, in that he pretends 
to exterminate or depoſe them, This depoſing 
Doctrine was affirmd by the Council, of Lateran 
c. 3. A. D. 121 5. and was practis'd b ſix Popes 
ſucceſſively, during what was calld the Holy 
League in France; of whom every one join'd 
with the League againft the King. See the Caſz 
of the Regale and of the, Pontificate. We on the 
contrary, do ſtrenuouſly maintain Non-refitance, 
that it is utterly unlawful ? © tho” the King or 
« Queen ſhould turn Apoſtate, Heretick or Ty- 
« rant, to lift up any Hand againſt him, except 
« 1n Prayer to Heaven. Ve Ae 
in a word, Sy, the Independence of the 
Gre, as above explain d, is ſo far from be- 
ing a Papal Doctrine and Practice, that it is re- 
ally ſuch an Enemy to the Pope's 9 as i 
0 where- 


that undoubtedly it mutt needs be abo 
ever our Doctrine takes Place. The Partition 
of Eccleſiaſtical Power between the Mitre and 
the Crown, thoſe Degrees of the Dependence of 
the Church, in its purely Spirituals, upon the 
State, which ars yet in uſe, were the Effects off 
Papal Policy to aggrandize the See of Rome, 
and to uſher in the Pontificate For the Pope. 
or Biſhops of Rome not being content with * 

Primacy of Order, Which was affixt to thei: 
Sees, jure Eccleſiaſtico, graſpt at a Supremaq 
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and 


the Mirrky nnd the Edu. 4% 
ud Par amounr, Principality. of Power; but obs. 
ſerving, that. they could neither obtain or ſup- 
port their encroaching univerſal Syper-eminence 
over all the Biſtiops of the World, without the 
Agence of che Kings of the Earth ; they cn 
federated with thoſe Kings „and by Concordate 
and Agreements, form'd à Partition of the Ec- 
clefiaſtical Powers. They were willing to give 
ſome Share, to the Kings and Secular Priners, 
that they might ſecure all the reſt to themſelves, 

and cruſh the inherent goverving Rights of the 
other Biſhops: It was, Sir, by ſuch Policy, 
that the Power of the whole Epifcopal College 
was {ſwallow'd 5p by the fingle See of Rome, 
to the vaſt Prejudice of the ancient Ariſtroca- 
tical and Collegiate Government of the Catho- 
lick Church, There remains, Sir, another ter- 
rible thing which they vehemently urge, as 
their laſt Struggle for a finking Cauſe,” -. , 
Objection. This Independence of the Church 
upon the State (as the Aut hor of the Rights, &c.. 
frequently urges in his fk is contrary to 
the Laws of the Land, to the Regal Su remacy 
eftabliſh'd at the Reformation; by Act of Parlia- 
ment, at the Requeſt of the Clergy, in as this Author 
ſays, and penn din the very Words of their Petition. 
Anſwer 1. Suppoſing, but not granting, 1. That 
Acts of Parliament were contrary to this Do- 
ctrine, yet if it be, as explain'd in this and my 
former Letter, agreeable to the irrepealable' 4s 
of Chrif and his Apoſtles, as I firmly believe 
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46. A CONTINVATION of © 
| By is ; then there is a very ſafe Queſtion upon 
faced Record in ſuch a Caſe ; Whether n it be 
right in the fight of God, to bearken unto Men 
more than unto, God e | hope, Sir, you will 
Ales „that if the heavenly and any earthly 

rone ſhould, fimdamentall differ in their 
Commands: Alive Obedience were due to God 
Moti High, while you would humbly pay a 
Paſſive Submiſſion to the Secular Powers, and 
with a great and ſtedfaſt Mind bear the Pupiſh- 
ments inflicted by them, 

2. Suppoſing, Sir, that, as the preſent Biſhop 
of Sarum ſays, The Extreme of raiſing the 
«. Eccleſiaſtical Power too high in the Times of | 
« Popery, had now produc'd another, of de- 
« preſſing it too much: And, Sir, ſuppoſing 
it to be true, as the ſame Biſhop ſays, ? That 
there is a Defe& [of ſome part of godly Diſci- 

ine in our Church, which ſhe confeſſes in 
ber fhce of Commination, and wiſhes. [what 
is defective] may be reſtor d. In view o theſe 
two Quotations I beg Leave, Sir, humbly to 
offer the following Queries, ,. | 
24.1. Whether i it would not be moſt undu- 
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and wiln the Reſtoration of any part of Primi- | 
tive godly Diſcipline, which j 
willing to permit or promote, even 0 them- 
ſelves from time to time join in the re lament- 
ing Wiſh 2 
"1; Ok, 24 Whether an thing that a cine KW 
alas d, and wiſhes to be reſtor d, can ever take 
place in what the Biſhop of Ne calls a de- 
N State of Eccleſiaſtical Power? 
"RY Whether the Clergy in any Country 
- ought 110 this ſuppos'd deprels'd State, (but con- 
fels d as ſuch by the Biſhop of Sarum decent- 
ly to repreſent the Matter to the Secular Pow- | 
ers, and moſt humbly. entreat a Redreſs of the 
Grievance : $5 
us 4. Whether the Biſhop s and Clerg oY, 28 
being 4 Inſpectors and Inſtructors of Chriſt's 
Flock, in which certainly Chriſtian Princes are 
eminently included, can be free from their 
Blood, if they declare not unto them "the whole N 
Counſel, of Gad, fo far is they know it? 2 
Qu. 5 "Whether i it would not be a moſt i 
pious Reffection upon any Chriſtian . 
5 Magiftrate 1 in any Country y, to ſuppoſe, 
that being ſufficiently appriz'd of the. Merits of 
the Canfe; by thoſe who are eſtabliſh'd by the 
Laws of Go and the Lind to inſtruct nei in 


all Spirituals; they would continue the leaſt 


9 — Encroachment * on the? "Eccleltaftical 
Powers? . Þ rſs 
| „ Ms 20,28. W 


et they are un- 
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up any Seculas Thom args, 
Kt! me $ 227 1 at Home, ſhould oppoſe 
120 m. 1 Tn humble i and ut 2355 pt 
1 the Jure Divino, Extent. of their 
1 al ower, 13 every Branch of its 
| Spirituals, according to af ene 2 
ice 0 the Pricey 880 20d:the Rules of 


| 
jency and . not the < 
ee ad ex cared Mes 10 5 rums Wi < 
Dererapiparion is fit to he 5 % t The 
Prelates and. 915 Divines 125 the Kiſp, 6 
A thyr compitd our Forms of Ordiaation, ; did jr 
e of. the anthony they had from 
Gel. AS.) Paſtors, of F his Church, which id 
4 impower em to teach the People the pute 
„Word of Gods, nd to adminiſter the Sgcra- i 
* be ebe » and pet rn al Aber. holy Funftzans, a 
Accor 3000 E ade the Practice of the 
- Primitive Church, „Aud th 1 pf Expedi- 
to 5 and 9900705 „ Aud hut 1 . 
bade lone, s the Right, eyetej 
Sargn, the the 201 il ' Power bad oppos'd 5 
ge 2. hes uly bad 7557 7 neu 4 5 
"ro whatever Severities 55 e 
 bave' heen hut lo, 42 the Name of Gbriff, — 
| "Truth 'of his Goſpd,, Thus chat learned TY 
+ 17 js Pockrine of the Independence of the 
*Enprch, © 10 its 10 % . Spirituals, pon the State; 
Irrer er- NS rere err 
1 Vindicakion of the Ordinations of the Church f England, Kc. 
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-this Definition of the Mitre and the Crown is 
not contrary to the Act of Supremacy, as it has 
been, and ſtill is qualify d and explain d by our 
Kings and Queens, and in Convocations call'd 
by them, or Writers authoriz'd by them. 

The Right Reverend Biſhop of Sarum excel- 
lently inſtructs us in this Point. In King 
«' Henry the Eighth's Time, ſays the Biop . 
« the Extent of the King's Supremacy was de- 
« fin'd in the Neceſſary Erudition of a Chriſtian 
« Man, that was ſet forth as the Standard of the 
« Dodrine of that time; and it was upon this 
* that all People were oblig'd to take their 
“ Meaſures, and not upon ſome Expreſſions ei- 
ther in Acts of Parliament, or Acts of the 
Convocation, nor upon ſome Stretches of the 
Hing Furiſdiftion, In this then it is plainly 
„ ſaid, that with Relation to the Clergy, the 

King is to overſee them, and to cauſe that they 
| © execute their Paſtoral Office truly and faithfully, 


and his Apoſtles were committed to them: And 
to this it is added, that Biſhops and Prieſts are 
bound to obey all the Kings Laws, not being 
* contrary to the Laws of God. So that here 
* 1s expreſs'd that neceſſary Reſerve upon their 
Obedience, it being provided that they were 


ne zg“ only bound to obey, when the Laws were neg 
75 — — — 6ᷣ— — —wö 
Kc. n ae f 539; eo oer 

d by BY Keffedhus mn the Relation of \the. Engliſh Refu mation, printed 
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* contrary to the Laws of God. The other Re. 

- ſerve is alſo made F all that Authority which MM . 
„ was committed by Chritt and bis Apoſtles tothe Ml . 
'* Biſbops and Prieſts; and we are not aſham'd . 

4 to own it freely, that we ſee no other Reſerves i} .. 
upon our Obedience to the King, beſides theſe: M .. 
So that theſe being here ſpecity'd, there was 4 
an unexceptionable Declaration made of the ... 
* Extent of the King's Supremacy ; yet becauſe the ., 
* Term Head of » Church, had ſomething in « 
it that ſeem'd harſh, there was yet 2 more ex- .. 
* preſs Declaration made of this Matter under .. 
* Queen Elizabeth, of which indeed our Au- 
* thor hath taken notice; tho' I don't find he 
takes notice of the former, which he ought Ml. 
* to have done, if he had intended to have re- 
** preſented this Matter ſincerely to the World,. 
„ which I confeſs ſeems not to have troubl'd = 
* him much. The Explanation made by Queen . 
* Elizabeth is ſo expreſs, that even our Author « 
* cannot find any Advantage againſt the word 
** themſelves, but acknowledgeth. that they ar ; 
* ſuch general Terms, that the Article it ſelf. 
* may be ſubſcrib'd by all Sides. Since then t 
* the, declar'd Senſe of thoſe general and ex-. „ 
n 

A 


* 


* Parliament, is ſuch, that there lies no juſt. / 
* Exception againſt it; and ſince this Senſe was 
not only 72 by Queen Elizabeth, who al. 


* tended Expreſſions that are in ſome Acts offi 
* fe 


* Jow'd fuch as took the Oath to declare, that 2. 
they took it in that ſenſe ; but it was after 1 
* ward enacted both in Convocation and in Par-. y 


« liament, and put into the Body of our Cor: 
PEN j 5 « fef(100 
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« feſſion of Faith; this” Explanation muſt be 
« confider'd as the true Meaſure of the King's 


d „ former Laws muſt be underſtood to be re- 
WW < ftrain'd by this, fince poſterior Laws derogate 
fon thoſe that were at firſt made. So that 
5 „ according to all this, the King's Supremacy 
e doth not give to our Princes the miniſtring ei- 
Wh © ther of God's Word, or of the Sacraments — 
mn But that only Prerogative, which we ſee to 
* © have been given always to all godly Princes in 


er « holy Scriptures by God himſelf, that is, that 
U" i they ſbould rule all Eſtates and Degrees commit- 
he ted to their Charge by God, whether they be 
ht F Eccleſiaſtical or Temporal „and reſtrain with 


„ the Civil Sword the ſtubborn and the Evik-doers, 
This is all that Supremacy, ſays bis Lordfhip, 
= © which we are bound in Conſcience to own ; 
and if the Letter of the Law, or the Stretches 


„ ried this farther, we are not at all concern'd 


are in it: But in caſe any ſuch thing were made 
0 * out, it could amount to no more than this; 
nen that the Civil Power bad made ſome Encroach- 
ex ments on Ecclefiaſtical Authority \, but the ſub- 
ole mitting to an Oppreſſion, and the bearing is til 
jul | . Times may deliver us from it, ts na 
WERE Argument againſt our Church On the contra- 
0 al ry, it is 3 of our Temper and Patience, 
"us and of that Reſpe& we pay to that Civil Au- 


thority which God hath ſet over us, even 
Par when we think that it paſſeth its Bounds. _ 
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| © of that in the Adminiſtration of it, have car- 


© WW © Supremacy; and the wide Expreſſions of the ſ 
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„ Sa that, upon the whole Matter, if the 
« great and unmeaſur d Extent of tlie Papal Au- 
. <-thority, made our Princes judge it neceſſary 
to ſecure themſelves from thoſe Invaſions, by 
** ſtretching their uriſclictinn a little too much; 5 
on the other Hand, thoſe who have ſubmit- 
ted ſo tamely to the one, have no Reaſon to 
. © reproach us for bearing the other Servitude, 
even ſuppoſing that we granted that to be the 
Caſe: And if in the time of our Reformation, 
« ſome of our Biſhops or other Writers, have 
carried the Royal Supremacy too far, either in 
Acts of Convocation, or in their Writings ;* as 
F thoſe things are perſonal Matters, in which 
ve are not at all concern'd, who do not pre- 
“tend to aſſert an Infallibility i in our Church, 
ſo their Exceſs in this was a thing ſo natural, 
« that we have all poſſible Reaſon to excuſe it, 
*-or at leaſt to cenſure it very gently. : For as i 
&: all: Parties and Perſons are carried by.a Byaſs 
very common to Mankind, to: magnify that 

Authority which favours and fupports them; 
10 the Extremes of the Papal TLyrarmy, and 
. © the Eccleſiaſtical Power that had formerly 
* prevaild , might have carried them too far 
into the oppolite Extreme, of raiſmg the Civil 
&- Power too bigh. ' 

Upon which he argues two ahi 1. The 
« Clerg ys binding themſelbes never to make any 
* Deciſions in * of Faith ar Worſhip, til 
they bad firſt obtain d the onſent of tht 
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It is e no Glereyil in i the World can 
K make any ſuch Deputation; and if any have 


done it, it was a perſonal Act of theirs, which 


was null of it ſelf, and did not indeech bind 
«thoſe who made it, it being of its on Na- 
“ ture unlawful,” much * N it bind their 
„ Succeſſors. 5151 

Thus, Sir, do's this Nasen Caſuiſt and Pre- 
late, ſo particularly ſkill'd in the Hiſtory of our 
Reformation, defend the Doctrine in hand a- 
gainſt the invidious Attempts of all thoſe who 
deſtitute of true 3 would be battering 
it and its Votaries with;the Statutes of H. 
the Egbth, and the Submiſſion of the Ulerg 
then. It is moſt evident then, Sir, that in che 


Days of that King, and afterwards; the 


Supremacy was explain d into ſuch a ſound equi: 


table Senſe, as is conſiſtent with the ſpifitual 
Riglits of Biſhops and Prieſts; and char Expla- 
nation was enacted both in Convocation and) iti 
Parliament, and put into the Body of our 
*Confeſſion of Faith: And as ſo explain'dy it 
imports no more than what is moſt readily o 
in; my ſtating the Queſtion in the firſt Letter, 


and ſo leaves the Church in free Poſſeſſion of 


her Spiritual Powers,  _ cad 


And whereas:the du: bor. of. tbe Rig bs. fays 
that the Regal Supremacy 
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For as a Reverend and Learned Divine tells us, 
, © I The Clergy was. then under great Terror, — 
% Præmunire hung over them, when they made 
* their Submiſſion , which was about two Tear: 


$16ere drawn into a Compliance with great Difji- 
culty; and threatning Meſſages were ſent them 
& hy. the King before they — brought to it.— 
There is ſcarce any one thing done in any of 
Hey the Ejghbib's Convocations, of which 
% have a clearer and fuller Account, than of 
the Oppoſition which the Court - Turm of Sub- 
* miſſim met with from the Clergy, before they 
came up td it. But ſuppoſing the Clergy 
had ſubmitted without Struggle, I aſk, Sir, 
whether they could aliente from themſelves or 
their Succeſfors, thoſe ſpiritual Powers where- 


with Chriſt had peculiarly veſted them? Are 


poſitive Divine Inſtitutions alterable either by 
the: Mitre or the Crown, or both? © If Biſhops, 
* '{ays the Reverend Dr. Sherlock, will not 
&: exerciſe that Power which Chriſt has given 
* them, they are accountable to their Lord for 
4 it: But they cannot give it away, neither 
from themſelves, nor from their Succeſſors, 
for "tis theirs only'to uſe, not to part with it: 
And therefore, ſays be, every Biſhop may re- 
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nme (Rights), Powers an Privileges of an Engliſn Convoca- 

tion, bs. By the Reverend Dr. Francis Arterbury Dean of Chriſt's 
[| Church, and Prolocutor of the Convocation. L ndon Printed 1700. 
5. 92, '93- Mere: Vid. the whole third Chapter. 
 __* Summary of the Controverſies between the Church of 


[| end the Church of Rome, cited in the Caſe of the Regale and Pom i. 
Fate, &. Edit. 2.1702. Pref. p. 32, 333 
1191 4 ; | ” aſſume 


«before it was enacted by Parliament; — they 
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the MITRE and the CRowWW. &x 
« aſſume ſuch Rights, tho' a General Council 
« ſhould give them 2 becauſe the Grant is 
<« ovoid in it ſelf.” Thus do's this Reverend Dean, 
in very plain Engliſh, teach the Succeſſors of 

- thoſe Biſhops, how to comment upon their invo- 

luntary Aci of Submiſſion, and puts them in mind 

to ſtand upon the original Rights of the Clergy, 
to recover [in à decent, orderly and peaceable 


than to confirm any Encroachments upon them. 
"2 If, Sir, the 4retbor of. the Rights, &c. wilt 
Rill call this ſpiritual Independence of the Cler- 


y the. 25 Henry VIII. c. 19. againſt it without 


Intermiſſion: I would pray him to conſider, 


and bis Darling People, with a redoubl'd Force: 
And how pointed muſt thoſe Arrows be that 
plerce the Self-condemn'd. Do's not this Gen- 
tleman ſay, that © as to theſe religious] 
“ Matters, Men are ſtill in a State of Nature, 


«* termine for them, what they ſhall believe and 


i poſe the Magiſtrate's Power extends to inuiſe 
ferent things. That he [the Magiſtrate] is 
as much oblig'd to protect them in the way 
* they chuſe of worſhipping God, as in any other 
« mnarfferent Matter ! © That he ſhould treat aff 
« bis Subjects alike, how much ſoever they dif- 
< fer from him, or one another in theſe Mat- 
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* Rights of the Chriſtian Church, & c. Edit. 2. 71 . 45 > of 
2 tid, p. 16. e 
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ters. 


wap) their inherent Spiritual Powers, rather 


gy, a Violation of the Regal Supremacy , and 
P 


that all this Severity will recoil upon bimſelf | 


« without any Sovereign Repreſentative to de- 


e profeſs. — That *tis a grand Miſtake to ſup- | 


Prieſt has any more Power over the Peaſznr 


{ - that Independence to themſelves, and all Here- 
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f ter. [Anddd's not he tell ub that d flie cor 


* trary Method forces Men ¶ themſelves] 


to defend by Arms thoſe Natural Rights, of 
| * which no humane Power can have a Right to 


«deprive them. That neither Prince nor 


in Matters of Religion] than he has over ei- 
ther of them. Thus the Author of the Rights. 
So that if our Laws have a Laſb in Readineſs 
for ſuch as claim an Independence in Spirituals 
upon the State (as I believe they have not) 
then woe to that Gentleman and his Peaſants, who 
muſt have double Stripes; becauſe they aſſume 


ticks whatſoever, which they deny to the Cler- 


gy, and threaten thoſe Princes with Arms who 


Will refuſe it them: Which Iam ſure comes with- 


in the Laſh of the Law. 


Upon the whole, Sir, “ the Royal Supre- 


„ macy, as the Reverend Dr. George Hickes ob- 


«: ſerves, muſt fall down before this Author's Na- 
e tural Right, as Dagon did. before the Ark; be- 


e cauſe in Matters of Religion, and the Admi- 


«/Hiftration of it, the Magiſtrate hath no more 
Power over the meaneſt Peaſant, than the 
« meaneſt Peaſant hath over him. The 25 H. g. 
e 19. can be no Bar to this Natural Right of 
„ the whole Body, tho' he s cites it as a Bay to 
e the Divine Right, which the Clergy. claim. 
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+8) Rights of | the Chriſtian Church, p. 17. © Ibid. . 24. 
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% The whole Body will have a Power of Eccle- 
< fraſtical Legiſlature, be they few, or be they } 
e many, be they the National, or be they not 
« the National Church, independent on our 
“ Kings and Queens in or out of Parliament 
« and they muſt be protected in their Worſhip, 
their Articles, their Rites and Ceremonies; | 
« or elſe their natural Rights would authorize I 
« them, could they belieye it, to call the Ma- 
« ojſtrate to Account for Breach of Truſt, which 
they repos'd in him.” I pray, Sir, which of 
the two is moſt eligible, that ſecular Potentates | 
ſhould confirm the ſpiritual Independence of the 
Clergy, who heartily diſclaim all Reſiſtance u- 
on any Pretence or Cauſe whatſoever ; or that 
they ſhovld grant an unbonnded Independence 
to the Author of the Rights and his People, how- l 
ſoever poiſon'd with the moſt deſtructive Errors 
on this ſide of Atheiſm, when, in the mean time, 
he challenges them to a Field of Blood in caſe if 
of Refuſal ? There is another popular Fallacy 
which now occurs, and ought not to be omitted. 

Objection. > What a Folly and Madneſs is 
it, ſays the Aut hor of the Rights, &c. to take 
« the Clergy's Word in things relating to their 
* own Power and Juriſdiction; and ſuffer em 
to judge in their own Cauſe, and decide where 
« their own Intereſt is concern'd, as they muſt, 
if they are Judges in Matters of Religion? 
— Then tobe ſure, their own independent Pow- 
i" er ſhall be a fundamental Article. 
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Auſwer 1. As to the Intereſt of the Clergy 
I need only to call to mind what a learned pa 
devout Author ſays upon this Head. That wor- 
thy Gentleman puts the Queſtion thus. . But 
66 15 the Intereſt. of the Clerg J is ' ſupported by 
« what they plea did s not this make it rea- 
e ſonable to ſuſpect, that all reveal'd Religion is 
« anly Prieſtcraft £ And he gives full Satisfaction 
to it in the following Anſwer. ( Ir is very it, 
« that they who quit all other Methods of proce: 
xing of. Subſiſtence , ſpould live of that 217 
< they preach; and tho. Men may be ſwayed 
* Intereſt, yet the Truth and Falſhood of ing: 
« no ways depend upon it; and the Meaſures 
of judging concerning them are quite of ano- 
ther Nature. I is. ſufficient Evidence muſt 
* convince a Man that is impartial, concerning 
<« the Truth of what is aſſerted ; and it is rea- 
* ſonable to ſuppoſe that they who make it their 
„ Buſineſs to ſearch into theſe Matters, ſhould 
be beſt acquainted with the Grounds of Con- m 
If « viction. And we find that our Value for the ÞÞ $; 
Ill © Laws of the Land and the Art of Phyſfick, 15 O. 
no ways abated by the great Advantages they of 
ll - make, who follow either of thoſe Profeflions. I do 
2. Would the Author of the Rights, &c. have Nl ve; 
every one to judge for themſelves with reſpect N his 
do the Point in hand, and all other religious T. 
I! Matters, as he tells us that * & None can make ne, 
| | «over the Right of judging for himſelf, ! That Ru 
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ll! Hr Ir. Nelſor $ Companiga far the 1 Fefliuals and. Faſts.of the Chu i 
| of England, &c. Edit. 3. n printed 1708. 5. 595 
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« everyone muſt judge for himſelf of the Forms 
« and Modes of Worſhip, the Do&rines, Rites: 
« and Ceremonies. of any Church, not only be- 
« fore he joins himſelf to it, but afterwards? | 
L pray, Sir, if there be not moſt accurate Expli- i 
cation. and Diſtinction in this Caſe, which our | 
Author has tak'n no Care of, would it not follow 
from hence, that Hereſy and Schiſin are but mere 
Scare-crows, ſeeing no body is oblig d to agree 
with any one but himſelf? That the Unity of 
the Church, for which m our Saviour pray'd fo 
| earneſtly, is contrary to Religion? That Norab 
and his Company died glorious Martyrs 2 For 
they ſincerely follow'd their beſt Judgment. 
That there may be as many Religions as there 
are private Men? That there is no fixt Standard 
or Meaſure of Truth and Falſhood, of Good 
and Evil? That the Chriſtian Miniftry and 
Prieſthood is uſeleſs and inſignificant? That 
Turks and Infidels are as much in the Right as 
Chriſtians 2 For according to their beſt ſudg- }| 
ment, theirs is the true Religion. I would not, 
Sir, be miſunderſtood, as if I were making an 1 
Offer to take away Private Fudement in Matters, I 
of Religion, wholly ; that's impoſſible to be 
done: For he that thus denies it, n do's in the | 
very ſame Inſtant confeſs to it, for-as-much as 
his Denial of it is an Act of his Judgment. 
'Tis only the wild unconfind Private Fudg- 
ment of this Author, who will admit no 
Rule, who would ſtrike out of our Bible, 
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St. John 17. 21, 22, 23. . . 
® Nuod negat in ac lu ſignato, affirmat in actu exercito. 
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HEAR THE CHURCH, who is for giving eve- 
ry one à Power, either to interpret Scripture, or 
uite to deny it, and annul the Decrees of the 
hurch, that I impugn ; allowing in the mean 
time the utmoſt Extent of Authority to Private 
| Judgment, that is conſiſtent with lawful publick 
i Authority. 3 how 

3. The Sacerdotal Potentates pretend not in 

this Caſe of Spiritual Independence, or any 
other, to be fol Judges for themſelves. The t 
Author of the Rights cannot but know, that the \ 
ſubmit to the Scriptures, to the Judgment of the | © 
Univerſal Primitive Church, the beſt Expoſi- Þ e 
tors of the Scriptures, to the Teſtimonies of all 
Antiquity, even after the Emperors were con- 
verted, as concurring in this Point of the ſpiri- 
tual Independence of the Church upon the State. 
It. cannot be denied, that the Apoſtles knew our 
Lord's Mind, and the true Meaning of the Com- 
miſſion he gave them; and it muſt be allow'd, 
that the firſt Fathers of the Church knew the 
Mind and Meaning of the Apoſtles in this Point, 
better than our modern Adverſaries; as he that 

; — a Man cloſe at the Heels knows his Pace 
etter, than one that is ſome Furlongs off. And 
this Doctrine, as is clear from Church Records 
and Hiſtory, has been deriv'd from the Fathers 

of the firſt, to the Fathers of the ſecond Age; 
from thoſe of the ſecond, to thoſe of the third; 
| and ſo from Age to Age, to this very Day, by © 
the undoubted Succeſſors of their known Pre. W 
deceſſors. | 


the MITRE and the CROWN. Gr 
If, Sir, after all, any ſhould deny a real Di- 
ſtinction between the Sacerdotal and Regal Po. . 
ers, and chuſe rather totally to ſubject the — 
piritualities, of the Mitre to the Cromn; lam 
afraid they have hidden Motives and ſecret De-. 
figns that are our of the Reach of Argument. 
owever it be, I have a few Queries for them | 
to anſwer, before I conclude. 0 
Qu. 1. Whether Kings can ſincerely think, 
that thoſe Biſhops believe themſelves honour'd 
with a divine Spiritual Commiſſion, who lay: 
down that Commiſſion at their Prince's Feet, 
entirely ſubjecting it to the Crown? 9 
Qu. 2. Whether to teach Kings or Queens, 
that they are not, and ought not to be ſubject to 
Biſhops, in purely Spiritual Affairs, be not at 
the ſame time to teach them, that they are quite 
out of the Church, and ought to continue ſo ? 
Whether Kings have any Reaſon to thank thoſe 
who teach ſuch Doctrine, as excludes them from 
the Honſhold of Faith? * 200 
Qu. 3. Upon the Denial of the Church and 
State being rwo formally diſtin Societies, and 
ſuppoſing them to be only one Society; all Spi- 
ritual Perſons, as ſuch, as well as Temporal, 
depending upon the King or Queen, and ® all 
Spiritual Power, as the Aut hor of the Rights, &c. | 
« ſays, being veſted in the King; and whatever 
the Biſhops or other Ecclefiaſticks have, be- 
„ing, as he ſuys, derivd from the King: 
Whether it will not follow, that all the Subjects 
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92 1 ONI INV. oN 
of (the State are alſo Subjects of the Church ? 
And conſequently; that there can be no ſuch 
thing as Actual Church-Schifſm, or Rebellion a- 
gainſt the Biſhop; the Principle of Church-Uni- 


1 | 84 unleſs there be alſa AHual State-Schiſm, or 
Re 


bellion againſt the King or Queen, the Prin- 
cigle of State Unity? But this is falſe in Fact; 
for our Diſſenters that don't actually rebell a- 
gainſt the Queen, are yet juſtly reckon'd Schiſ- 
maticks, or Rebels againſt the Spiritual Poten- 
tates the Biſhops. s. 

Q, 4. Whether aſſerting the Dependence of 
the Church in its purely Spirituals upon the 
State, as the Aut har of the Rights, &c. do's, 
be not melting the Church down into the State, 
and publickly owning her to be at the abſolute 
Mercy\ of the Crown £ Whether it be not cohn- 
plimenting away the Liberties which Chriſt 
has given to his Church, and which even Mag na 
Charta authorizes her to keep? Whether it be 
not to teach Kings to degrade Biſhops into mere 
Cyphers, whenever they think fit? Whether 
this Doctrine had any Influence upon aboliſhing 
of Epiſcopacy in Scotland? And whether it 


makes it not impoſſible for the Univerſal Epiſco- 


pal Church to ſubþft as a Spiritual Society, if 
the Kings of the Earth ſhould be pleas'd to per- 
ſecute her thorowly ? 


Qu. 5. Whether to teach that the Univer 
Oyurch is not able to ſubſiſt under a Perſecution, 
be not as Fundamental an Error, as the denying 


any one Article of the Chriſtian Faith? 


[ have 


Ma 


the MitRE and the CRown. 63 
I have done, Sir, when I havetold you, that 
if any thing here offer'd needs farther Explicati- 
on, which, for Brevity's ſake, is omitted, I refer 
my ſelf to the Primitive Church after Conſtantine 
the Great's Time, as well as before; and to the 
conſentient Canons, Articles, Liturgy and o- 
ther publick Records of the Church of England. 
And am, with a profound Submiſſion and 


- Reſpect, | 
REVEREND SIR, 


Tour moit Humble Servant, &c. 


March 27, 1712: 
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